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Date of Interview: 02 June 2006 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: ±. 

Identification of prior art discussed: n/a. 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)S was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 71 3.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
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apS^^ 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
amu i jiu^ « , - 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted In wrltitor. 

nny a^ged oral promlss. stipulation, or understanding In relallon lo ndd-ielr there Is dlssgre^Ml wAwbt fueorf In the Office. No tdlenllon wut ty, paid | 0 

The Form provides for recordation of the following Information: 

- .Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- DatB of Interview 

- Type of Interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

" a ar J 1 ^ ° f partlcl P ant ( s ) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel/etc ) 

- An Indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

'~ ^JrWn^f^ er 3 , n a 8 pB ? nen * rcached and lf so > a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

nffi bG,n9 M * Note: Agreement as to 1^"^ does 

The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form Is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 
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•.; 
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. 4> SSaWaKffi? of a substantive nature discussed; unless these are already described on the 

5) a briefldentjfication of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

-B^ in a o f n ar 9 umen fe u need n°« be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim orhlghly detailed description of the arguments is not 

made to £e 

T^l\? n b6 und6re wd context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may d eslre to Emphasize and fu Z 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner) mpnasize ana ruiiy 

6) a general Indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

thSmlner ' h * 9 * nera! reSullS Cr ou,come of 106 ln,erview unless alread y ^scribed in the interview Summary Form completed by 

accurate ^^L^i^X^nT'" 1 ! 5 ^ '"^ th , e a PP ,ican( ' s ^ of the of ah interview, if the.record is not complete and 

accurate, ine examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to con-ecf the record. 
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statement aSto£d7oK^, W ?#^ othef ' easons °f recofd : tho examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the . 
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paper recoraing the substance of the Interview along with the date and the examiner's initiate. 



2 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/777,239 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: A telephone interview with Jarrett Millar on both 6/1/2006 and 
6/2/2006 clarified that in claim 1, lines 17-18 in step "b", "an annular chamber in which is disposed a rigid back-up 
member disposed adjacent said high pressure shaft seal, said back-up member" means that the rigid back up member 
is disposed in the annular chamber, and the rigid backup member is also disposed adjacent said high pressure shaft 
seal. 

Examiner reviewed and agreed with applicant's arguments of 4/4/2006 that Niemec does not teach the high and low 
pressure seals as described, especially in view of the specification's definition of high pressure seals in paragraph 
[0023]. This argument was considered persuasive when updating the search. 

The following changes to the drawings have been approved by the examiner and agreed upon by applicant: In Fig 2, 
please adjust the lead line for "77" so it is clear what the seal is. Please change lead line for "87" so it is clearly 
pointing to the notch. Please label the horizontal space above "79" / below "81". Please label the annular chamber 
portion that is, in the order of the direction of leakage flow as described, after the high pressure shaft seal (that the 
backup ring is in). These were explained to examiner over the phone, and agreed to be clarified on amended drawings 
after allowance. . 



3 



